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AGENDA 
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City  Hall,  Room  406 


Agenda  Changes 

(1 )     Possible  conflict  of  interest  situations  from  the  City  Attorney's  Office. 


Discussion  and  recommendation 


Committee  Members 
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Bob  Planthold,  Chair 
Daniel  Guillory 
Judy  Appel 
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(2)     Public  comment 


THE  AGENDA  PACKET  IS  AVAILABLE  FOR  REVIEW  AT  CITY  HALL, 
TUESDAY  THROUGH  FRIDAY,  ROOM  409,  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE  OFFICE 


Disability  Access 

The  hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 
Chemical-Based  Products 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe 
allergies,  environmental  illness,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related 
disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may 
be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City  to 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the 
public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and 
County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that 
deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people's  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine 
Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  Donna  Hall  by  mail  to 
Administrator,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place, 
Room  409,  San  Francisco  CA  94102-4689;  by  phone  at  415  554  7724;  by  fax  at 
415  554  7854;  or  by  email  at  Donna_Hall@ci.sf.ca.us. 

Citizens  interested  in  obtaining  a  free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can 
request  a  copy  from  Ms.  Hall  or  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  at 
http://www.ci.sf.ca.us/bdsupvrs/sunshine.htm 
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NOTES 

Wednesday,  January  3,  2001 

3:30  p.m.  DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

City  Hall,  Room  406 

FEB  -  8  2C01 

Committee  Members 

SAN  FRANCISCO 

Bob  Planthold,  Chair,  Present 
Daniel  Guillory,  Present 
Judy  Appel,  Present 

Also  present:         Paula  Jesson,  Deputy  City  Attorney 

Hilda  Bernstein,  Chair,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 


(1 )      Possible  conflict  of  interest  situations  from  the  City  Attorney's  Office. 

Discussion  among  committee  regarding  sole  attorney  assigned  to  the  Task 
Force;  once  attorney  is  assigned  to  the  Task  Force,  how  are  issues  addressed 
regarding  conflict  of  interest  that  arise  from  within  the  City  Attorney's  Office; 
possibly  set  up  guidelines  of  our  expectations  of  our  legal  counsel;  if  we  continue 
meeting,  we  may  want  to  develop  guidelines  for  conflict  of  interest  for  the  Task 
Force  members. 

Hilda  Bernstein,  Chair  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force  stated  possibly  the 
committee  could  come  up  with  some  criteria  of  what  it  considers  conflict  of 
interest. 

Judy  Appel  stated  it  might  be  helpful  to  use  ABA  as  a  guideline  and  then  set  up 
some  examples  to  go  by. 


Digitized  by  the  Internet  Archive 
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The  City  Attorney's  Office  was  requested  to  prepare  some  criteria  that  constitute 
conflict  of  interest.  Judy  Appel  stated  it  might  be  helpful  to  draft  something  like  a 
memo  of  understanding  for  the  attorney  assigned  to  the  Task  Force. 

Lengthy  discussion  on  the  sole  attorney  issue  as  stated  in  the  Sunshine 
Ordinance.  Bob  Planthold  stated  he  is  not  convinced  the  ordinance  requires  an 
attorney  assigned  solely  to  the  Task  Force;  Judy  Appel  and  Daniel  Guillory 
stated  it  was  their  read  on  the  ordinance  that  an  attorney  was  to  be  assigned 
solely  to  the  Task  Force;  requested  guidelines  from  City  Attorney's  Office  for 
criteria  for  conflicts  of  interest  issues  vs.  what  exactly  the  assigned-attorney 
would  do;  discussion  held  on  the  intent  of  the  drafters  of  the  ordinance 

Hilda  Bernstein  asked  if  it  would  be  possible  to  get  an  attorney  outside  of  the  city 
and  outside  of  the  persons  who  drafted  the  ordinance  to  give  us  an  opinion  as 
what  this  means. 

Public  comment  from  Gilbert  Criswell  stating  it  was  the  intent  of  the  drafters  of 
the  ordinance  that  the  attorney  would  be  independent;  original  drafters  talked  if 
there  was  a  conflict  with  the  City  Attorney's  Office,  to  seek  the  advice  of  Attorney 
General  of  the  State  of  California. 

City  Attorney  staff  person  requested  to  get  to  the  committee  guidelines  or 
processes  for  referral  of  any  requests  for  an  Attorney  General  opinion;  does  City 
Attorney  ethics  team  have  any  teaching  examples  of  what  to  look  out  for  and 
uses  for  making  decisions;  copy  of  ABA  guidelines  and  Cal  Bar  Association 
information  on  conflict  of  interest.  Committee  members  to  do  some  research  on 
this  issue. 

Next  meeting  set  for  January  31 ,  3:30  p.m. 
Meeting  adjourned  at  4:55  p.m. 
Donna  L.  Hall,  Administrator 
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Judy  Appel 

Note:  Each  member  of  the  public  will  be  allotted  the  same  maximum  number  of 
minutes  to  speak  as  set  by  the  Chair  at  the  beginning  of  each  item,  excluding  City 
representatives. 

Roll  Call 

Agenda  Changes 

(1)     Minutes  of  January  3,  2001 


(2)      Possible  conflict  of  interest  situations  from  the  City  Attorney's  Office 


Shall  the  minutes  of  January  3,  2001  be  approved? 


Discussion  and  possible  action 


(3) 


Public  comment 


Adjournment 


THE  AGENDA  PACKET  IS  AVAILABLE  FOR  REVIEW  AT  CITY  HALL, 
TUESDAY  THROUGH  FRIDAY,  ROOM  409,  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE  OFFICE 


Disability  Access 

The  hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 
Chemical-Based  Products 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe 
allergies,  environmental  illness,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related 
disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may 
be  sensitive  to  various  chemicai-based  products.  Piease  help  the  City  to 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

Cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing 
electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the 
Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the 
public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and 
County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that 
deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people's  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine 
Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  Donna  Hall  by  mail  to 
Administrator,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place, 
Room  409,  San  Francisco  CA  94102-4689;  by  phone  at  415  554  7724;  by  fax  at 
415  554  7854;  or  by  email  at  Donna_Hall@ci.sf.ca.us. 

Citizens  interested  in  obtaining  a  free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can 
request  a  copy  from  Ms.  Hall  or  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  at 
http://www.ci.sf.ca.us/bdsupvrs/sunshine.htm 
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MINUTES 

Wednesday,  January  31,  2001 


Note:  Each  member  of  the  public  will  be  allotted  the  same  maximum  number  of 
minutes  to  speak  as  set  by  the  Chair  at  the  beginning  of  each  item,  excluding  City 
representatives. 

Roll  Call 

Judy  Appel  absent. 
Agenda  Changes 
(1)     Minutes  of  January  3,  2001 


Minutes  approved.  (Guillory/Planthold)  (Appel  absent) 


(2)      Possible  conflict  of  interest  situations  from  the  City  Attorney's  Office 


General  discussion  regarding  the  sole  source  attorney  issue.   The  ad  Hoc 
Committee  stated  they  would  have  further  discussion  when  the  full  Ad 
Hoc  Committee  was  present.  Chair  Planthold  requested  the  Administrator 


3:30  p.m.,  City  Hall,  Room  406 
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Committee  Members 


Bob  Planthold,  Chair 
Daniel  Guillory 
Judy  Appel 


check  with  Member  Appel  to  see  if  she  had  acquired  any  information  on 
the  legislative  history  of  this  issue. 

Member  Guillory  to  submit  a  report  on  his  ideas  of  the  issue  at  the  next 
meeting. 

Suggestion  was  made  to  possibly  invite  the  City  Attorney  and  the  attorney 
who  worked  on  the  draft  of  the  legislation  to  a  meeting  of  the  Ad  Hoc 
Committee. 

Under  public  comment  Gilbert  Criswell  read  into  the  record  web 
information  from  the  State  Attorney  General's  Office. 

(3)      Public  comment 

No  public  comment. 

Adjournment  The  meeting  adjourned  at  4:05  p.m. 

Submitted  by  Donna  L.  Hall,  Administrator 
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Committee  Members:  Bob  Planthold,  Chair;  Judy  Appel,  Daniel  Guillory 

Note:  Each  member  of  the  public  will  be  allotted  the  same  maximum  number  of 
minutes  to  speak  as  set  by  the  Chair  at  the  beginning  of  each  item,  excluding  City 
representatives. 


Roll  Call 


Agenda  Changes 

1.       Minutes  of  January  31,  2001 


Shall  the  minutes  be  approved? 

Potential  for  conflict  of  interest  situations  if  assigned  City  Attorney  counsel  does 
not  work  solely  for  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force. 


Discussion  and  recommendation 


3.       Potential  for  conflict  of  interest  situations  vis-a-vis  members  of  the  Task  Force, 
acting  in  an  advocacy  capacity. 


Discussion  and  possible  action 


4.  Public  comment 


Adjournment 


THE  AGENDA  PACKET  IS  AVAILABLE  FOR  REVIEW  AT  CITY  HALL, 
TUESDAY  THROUGH  FRIDAY,  ROOM  409,  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE  OFFICE 


Disability  Access 

The  hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 
Chemical-Based  Products 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe 
allergies,  environmental  illness,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related 
disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may 
be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City  to 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

Cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing 
electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the 
Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the 
public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and 
County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that 
deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people's  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine 
Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  Donna  Hall  by  mail  to 
Administrator,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place, 
Room  409,  San  Francisco  CA  941 02-4689;  by  phone  at  41 5  554  7724;  by  fax  at 
415  554  7854;  or  by  email  at  Donna_Hall@ci.sf.ca.us. 

Citizens  interested  in  obtaining  a  free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can 
request  a  copy  from  Ms.  Hall  or  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  at 
http://www.ci.sf.ca.us/bdsupvrs/sunshine.htm 
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^AGENDA 
Friday,  March  9,  2001,  1:00  p.m. 
City  Hall,  Room  400 


Committee  Members:  Bob  Planthold,  Chair;  Judy  Appel,  Daniel  Guillory 

Note:  Each  member  of  the  public  wiii  be  allotted  the  same  maximum  number  of 
minutes  to  speak  as  set  by  the  Chair  at  the  beginning  of  each  item,  excluding  City 
representatives  who  are  requested  by  the  Committee  to  make  a  presentation. 

Note:  Each  item  on  the  Agenda  may  include  minutes,  department  or  agency  letters  and 
reports,  Task  Force  reports,  and  public  correspondence.  These  items  will  be  available 
for  review  at  City  Hall,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force  Office,  Room  409. 


Shall  the  minutes  be  approved? 

2.  Legislative  history  regarding  Sunshine  Ordinance  Section  67.30  (a)  regarding 
role  of  City  Attorney  vis-a-vis  Task  Force 

Discussion  and  possible  recommendation 

3.  Potential  for  conflict  of  interest  situations  vis-a-vis  members  of  the  Task  Force, 
acting  in  an  advocacy  capacity. 

Discussion  and  possible  action 

4.  Public  comment 


Call  to  Order 
Roll  Call 

Agenda  Changes 


1. 


Minutes  of  February  27,  2001 
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Adjournment 


THE  AGENDA  PACKET  IS  AVAILABLE  FOR  REVIEW  AT  CITY  HALL, 
TUESDAY  THROUGH  FRIDAY,  ROOM  409,  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE  OFFICE 


Disability  Access 

The  hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 
Chemical-Based  Products 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe 
allergies,  environmental  illness,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related 
disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may 
be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City  to 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

Cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing 
electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the 
Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the 
public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and 
County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that 
deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people's  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine 
Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  Donna  Hall  by  mail  to 
Administrator,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place, 
Room  409,  San  Francisco  CA  941 02-4689;  by  phone  at  41 5  554  7724;  by  fax  at 
415  554  7854;  or  by  email  at  Donna_Hall@ci.sf.ca.us. 

Citizens  interested  in  obtaining  a  free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can 
request  a  copy  from  Ms.  Hall  or  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  at 
http://www.ci.sf.ca.us/bdsupvrs/sunshine.htm 
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Friday jyiarch  9,  2001 
1:00  p.m.,  City  Hall,  Room  400 

Committee  Members 

Bob  Planthold,  Chair 
Daniel  Guillory 
Judy  Appel 

Roll  Call:  Judy  Appel  absent 

(1 )  Minutes  of  February  27,  2001 
Minutes  approved.  (Guillory/Planthold) 

(2)  Legislative  history  regarding  Sunshine  Ordinance  Section  67.30  (a)  regarding 
role  of  City  Attorney  vis'-a-vis  Task  Force 

Chair  Planthold  stated  this  item  referred  to  Sunshine  Ordinance  Section  67  30 
(a),  the  last  six  lines  of  paragraph.  The  Committee  had  asked  for  information 
from  persons  who  had  been  part  of  the  drafting  and  the  discussions  of  the 
sunshine  initiative;  if  they  had  any  minutes  or  memorandum  or  drafts  to  indicate 
the  thinking  and  the  decisions  regarding  whether  or  not  the  city  attorney  can  only 
be  legal  advisor  to  the  Task  Force  with  no  other  duties  to  any  other  body  or  to 
perform  any  other  function. 

Thomas  Burke,  attorney,  addressed  the  Committee  stating:  "I  was  principally 
involved  in  the  drafting  process  of  Proposition  G;  another  attorney,  Steven 
Leblanc,  another  attorney,  was  also  involved  in  this,  along  with  other  members  of 
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the  San  Franciscas  for  Sunshine.  I  looked  through  my  materials  for  earlier 
versions  of  this  language;  not  clear  to  me  if  I  wrote  this  language  or  if  Steven  did; 
Steven  and  I  have  talked  about  this  language  and  have  tried  to  go  back  and  think 
in  our  own  minds  what  the  goal  was  with  respect  to  the  language;  I  have 
prepared  a  short  memorandum  (attached);  Steven  and  I  are  both  pretty  clear 
what  the  purpose  of  the  change  was,  and  this  memorandum  is  pretty  much  a 
summary  of  that." 

Chair  Planthold  stated  the  sentence  67.30  (a)  "the  City  Attorney  shall  serve  as 
legal  advisor  to  the  Task  Force."  Mr.  Burke  stated  that  sentence  was  not  a  part 
of  Proposition  G — that  was  originally  in  the  ordinance.  Chair  Planthold  stated 
this  is  the  issue  we  are  dealing  with;  the  "Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  shall, 
at  its  request,  have  assigned  to  it  an  attorney  from  within  the  City  Attorney's 
office  or  other  appropriate  city  office,  who  is  experienced  in  public-access  law 
matters;"  that  raised  the  question  the  Task  Force  might  decide  to  pick  somebody 
not  only  outside  the  City  Attorney's  office  but  outside  any  city  office  if  it  is  at  its 
request  have  assigned  to  it;  that  is  the  next  question;  that  seemed  to  allow  for 
any  version  of  the  Task  Force  to  go  to  your  law  firm  potentially,  or  to  a  public 
interest,  private,  non-profit,  for  counsel;  trying  to  get  clarification;  not  everything 
seems  evident  on  simple  reading. 

Mr.  Burke  stated  "what  was  envisioned  in  the  language  was  that  the  City 
Attorney's  Office  would  provide  counsel  to  the  Task  Force;  if  the  Task  Force 
wanted  to  go  outside  the  City  Attorney's  Office,  you  would  have  to  ask  the 
question  as  to  why  if  they  couldn't  get  anybody  assigned  to  them;  if  they  could 
not  get  somebody  who  was  qualified;  if  they  could  not  get  someone  who  was  not 
their  exclusive  advocate,  perhaps  they  would  want  to  do  that;  when  this  was 
drafted,  as  the  language  does  make  clear,  was  contemplated  that  the  City 
Attorney  would  be  advising  the  Task  Force,  but  as  Proposition  G  set  out,  under 
certain  circumstances." 

Task  Force  Member  Bernstein  asked  Mr.  Burke  why  the  clause  "at  its  request" — 
what  does  that  clause  have  on  the  intent  on  the  rest  of  that  sentence?  Mr.  Burke 
stated  "that  clause  suggests  that  there  may  be  certain  aspects  of  what  the  City 
Attorney  assigned  to  the  Task  Force  could  do;  in  fact  there  is  probably  a 
significant  number  of  them  that  on  any  given  instance  wouldn't  pose  any  given 
conflict;  think  that  language  is  probably  not  intended  to  be  a  step-by-step  or 
piecemeal  process,  so  it  would  be  that  perhaps  through  some  annual  request  or 
formal  request  of  the  Task  Force  that  they  say  almost  as  a  formality,  we  request 
a  Deputy  City  Attorney  be  assigned  to  us— as  Ms.  Minor  has  for  some  time." 

Task  Force  Member  Bernstein  asked  Mr.  Burke  "do  you  think  that  clause  would 
have  greater  strength  if  'at  its  request'  was  deleted  from  it?"  Mr.  Burke  stated  he 
did  not  think  it  mattered  because  the  intent  of  the  change  brought  about  by  these 
three  sentences  in  Proposition  G  is  pretty  clear  with  or  without  that  language.  Ms 
Bernstein  asked  if  it  strengthens  the  rest  of  the  sentence.  Mr.  Burke  stated  he 
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did  not  (hink  it  mattered  either  way— is  a  formality  for  the  Task  Force  to  ask  for 
legal  assistance  to  help  it  do  its  job. 

Chair  Planthold  asked  about  the  sentence  of  ordinance  "This  attorney  shall  serve 
solely  as  a  legal  advisor  and  advocate  to  the  Task  Force— I  didn't  read  it  that  this 
is  specific  enough  to  unequivocally  mean  any  counsel  from  the  City  Attorney 
Office  can  only  be  advisor  to  the  Task  Force  and  not  to  any  other  body;  because 
I  looked  at  this  and  said  'shall  serve  soiely  as  legal  advisor  and  advocate'  which 
was  specifying  the  types  of  roles  the  counsel  could  perform;  in  earlier  sessions  I 
had  said  we  have  had  situations  where  people  have  fulfilled  two  different  roles  at 
the  same  time;  we  had  at  one  time  a  person  who  was  our  staff  clerk  who  was 
also  the  Mayor's  ex-officio  rep — two  roles  in  one  person;  I  had  apotheosized  if 
there  could  be  someone  from  the  City  Attorney's  Office  who  becomes  the 
Mayor's  ex-officio  rep;  this  doesn't  limit  the  functions  of  the  City  Attorney  counsel 
to  only  that  of  counsel  to  the  Task  Force  and  to  no  other  department, 
commission,  advisory  body  in  any  form;  it  seemed  to  specify  the  types  of  roles 
that  counsel  could  perform." 

Chair  Planthold  stated:  "I  want  to  go  into  the  specifics  as  we  have  been  told  are 
the  current  duties  of  our  current  counsel,  Jackie  Minor,  where  she  is  counsel  to 
the  Task  Force  and  has  special  projects;  special  projects  can  be  broad  and 
inclusive  and  variable  from  one  month,  one  quarter  and  from  one  year  to  the 
next  and  therefore  if  we  are  to  construe  this  that  counsel  from  the  City  Attorney 
Office  can  only  serve  the  Task  Force  and  no  other,  how  can  there  be  an 
allowance  for  special  project  work  when  that  could  wander  all  over  the  place. 

Mr.  Burke  stated  "I  6an  tell  you  what  the  think  was — thinking  was  that  for  the 
Task  Force  to  be  effective  in  its  charge  to  be  an  advocate  and  implement  the 
Sunshine  Ordinance — not  only  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  but  the  Sunshine 
Ordinance  builds  on  the  State  Law  of  the  Brown  Act  and  Public  Act — for  them  to 
have  a  dispassionate  advocate  for  the  Task  Force  so  at  no  time  would  the  Task 
Force  have  any  questions  as  to  whether  or  not  the  City  Attorney  assigned  to 
them  would  be  pressured  by  their  advising  or  participation  in  some  other 
commission,  to  some  other  employee  or  some  other  official;  the  thought  would 
be  as  a  parallel  that  if  in  my  private  practice  I  would  advise  a  newspaper  how  to 
get  access  to  a  particular  kind  of  document  and  a  hour  later  receive  a  call  from 
that  same  city  and  say  this  is  an  unrelated  point  but  this  is  how  you  essentially 
avoid  having  to  turn  over  this  document  under  the  Public  Records  Act;  both  the 
city,  if  I  had  that  scenario,  would  feel  I  would  not  be  their  neutral  advocate  as 
would  the  newspaper;  that  analogy  having  someone  who  was  their  legal 
confidant  was  the  purpose  primarily  of  enacting  this  provision;  let  me  point 
something  out  that  I  think  your  questioning  seems  to  suggest  there  is  ambiguity 
on  this;  that  is  the  question  of  whether  or  not  the  Deputy  City  Attorney  assigned 
to  that  Task  Force  is  obligated  to  only  work  for  the  Sunshine  Task  Force;  I  have 
to  say  that  at  the  time  this  was  prepared  it  was  not  anticipated  the  legal 
assignment,  the  legal  duties  associated  with  the  activities  of  the  Sunshine  Task 
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Force  would  be  sufficiently  full  time  to  justify  that;  I  don't  believe,  and  Mr.  Leblanc 
conferred  with  me  and  agrees  with  me,  that  it  was  anticipated  that  the  Deputy 
City  Attorney  would  in  fact  carry  on  other  functions,  carry  on  other  legal  activities 
on  behalf  of  the  City  and  County;  however,  if  in  so  carrying  on  those  activities 
they  would  be  in  a  position  where  they  were  advising  some  other  commission, 
some  other  department,  some  other  agency,  some  other  employee,  some  other 
official,  on  public  access  matters,  whether  it  be  the  Sunshine  Ordinance,  its 
enforcement,  its  interpretation,  or  the  Brown  Act  or  the  Public  Records  Act,  that 
they  would  not  be  able  to  do  that." 

Chair  Planthold  stated  "it  seems  some  of  the  characterizations  we  have  heard  or 
taken  earlier  then  may  not  be  so  founded  because  we  have  been  hearing 
concerns  the  City  Attorney  could  only  be  counsel  to  the  Task  Force  and  no  other 
duties  or  have  no  assignments  to  any  other  body;  that  even  included  could  this 
counsel  potentially  do  work  that  the  City  Attorney  needs  that  is  unrelated  to  the 
Public  Records  Act,  whether  it  is  workers'  comp  cases,  whether  it  is  law  office 
management  work,  or  such.  Mr.  Burke  stated  "we  understood  the  significance  of 
principally  having  a  dispassionate,  impartial  advocate,  an  advocate  was  actually 
the  word  choice  we  used,  and  it  was  purposeful  for  the  Task  Force;  but  we  also 
recognized  the  economics  of  that  and  recognized  what  was  really  critical  was 
that  the  Task  Force  have  to  them  someone  who  was  their  advocate,  was  their 
counsel;  to  the  extent  there  is  a  Deputy  City  Attorney  assigned  to  the  Task 
Force,  their  was  envisioned  to  be,  with  crystal  clarity,  a  separation  between 
anything  else  that  Deputy  City  Attorney  did  touched  anything  having  to  do  with 
the  Brown  Act,  the  Public  Records  Act,  or  the  Sunshine  Ordinance;  there  was 
never  any  ambiguity  about  that,  and  in  fact,  that  is  exactly  why  the  ethical  wall 
language  was  expressly  used  in  the  language." 

Ms.  Bernstein  asked  Mr.  Burke  if  he  had  the  opportunity  to  clarify  the  meaning  of 
that  sentence  and  the  original  intent,  would  there  be  a  way  he  would  rephrase 
that  to  remove  some  of  the  ambiguities.  Mr.  Burke  stated  "I  think  the  beauty  and 
strength  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  not  only  originally,  but  including  Proposition 
G,  there  was  a  significant  amount  that  neither  Steven  nor  I  had  any  control  over, 
including  specific  terminology;  as  a  practical  matter  I  don't  know  that  I  would 
revise  it  in  any  way;  as  this  body  is  doing  here,  you  can  take  some  appreciation 
for  what  was  the  actual  intent  for  it;  I  think  it  was  a  recognition  that  principally  the 
Task  Force  had  to  have  competent  legal  counsel  that  was  neutral;  and  yet  they 
understood  economic  considerations  of  just  have  one  person  full  time;  I  can 
make  a  very  strong  argument  if  the  Task  Force  were  running  at  completely  full 
keel  and  things  were  going  as  well  as  they  should  be,  that  that  actually  might  be 
a  full  time  job,  and  that  was  also  contemplated;  at  the  time  given  the 
responsibilities  to  the  Task  Force  on  a  pre-Proposition  G  basis,  versus  after,  it 
wasn't  necessarily  contemplated  that  the  Deputy  City  Attorney  would  do  nothing 
other  than  assist  the  Task  Force;  but  neutrality,  sole  advocate,  being  walled  off, 
was  absolutely  critical  to  that  language;  that  was  the  purpose  for  it. 
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Ms.  Bernstein  stated  there  have  been  two  interpretations  of  that  sentence,  one  is 
that  the  assigned  counsel  will  do  absolutely  nothing  else  but  be  counsel  to  the 
Task  Force;  and  the  other  is  serve  solely  as  a  legal  advisor  and  advocate,  which 
meant  that  we  couldn't  ask  that  counsel  to  do  secretarial  work;  solely  becomes 
part  of  legal  advisor  and  advocate  and  has  been  interpreted  to  mean  it  excludes 
any  other  activities  for  the  Task  Force  except  those  two  things;  there  has  been 
confusion.  Mr.  Burke  stated  "what  you  don't  do  in  interpreting  a  particular 
section  is  to  avoid  other  sections  that  appeared  in  Proposition  G;  one  of  the 
concerns  we  had  was  a  lack  of  a  full  time  administrative  support  for  the  Task 
Force;  that  was  separately  provided  for  in  the  ordinance,  so  what  you  would 
need  to  do  is  harmonize  that  section  with  this;  it  is  a  given  since  I  am  here  that 
this  isn't  as  clear  as  people  had  hoped;  hopefully  this  clarifies  some  of  it." 

Chair  Planthold  stated  the  last  two  sentences  of  Mr.  Burke's  memo  talks  of  an 
ethical  walling  off;  continues  "barred  from  any  legal  advice  to  any  City 
department,  commission,  on  any  aspect  of  a  public  access  matter,  and  the  next 
sentence  talks  of  ensuring  the  neutrality  and  the  qualifications  for  the  attorney  to 
be  exclusively  assigned  to  the  Sunshine  Task  Force — in  your  memo  the  last  part 
of  the  second  to  the  last  sentence  just  says  "on  any  aspect  of  a  public  access 
matter,  but  the  next  sentence  talks  of  assigned  exclusive  to  the  Sunshine  Task 
Force;  if  we  had  a  department  of  fisheries,  could  our  counsel  provide  advice  to 
them  on  complying  with  federal  fish  catch  limits,  not  necessarily  a  public  access 
matter;  your  memo  in  one  sentence  says  on  public  access  matters  and  later  your 
memo  says  exclusively  assigned  to  the  Sunshine  Task  Force,  meaning  they 
couldn't  do  anything  for  the  fisheries  department,  including  advice  on  compliance 
with  federal  fish  catch  limits."  Mr.  Burke  stated  "to  follow  what  is  in  the  memo 
and  the  language  of  the  section,  assuming  there  was  no  great  fish  controversy 
that  was  the  subject  of  some  Public  Records  Act,  Brown  Act,  Sunshine 
Ordinance  dispute,  a  Deputy  City  Attorney  assigned  to  the  Task  Force  could 
become  an  expert  on  fish  law  and  advise  that  department." 

Chair  Planthold  stated  he  was  not  sure  how  much  we,  or  an  initiative,  can  dictate 
how  an  elected  official  can  staff  a  department;  that  is  a  broader  question  that  has 
not  been  focused  on;  can  any  commission  or  task  force  created  by  the  voters  or 
ordinance  tell  an  elected  official  you  will  staff  your  office  this  way;  in  effect  could 
we  say  counsel  can  only  work  for  us  and  no  other  department?  Mr.  Burke  stated 
he  was  not  prepared  to  answer  that. 

Member  Guillory  stated  Mr.  Burke  answered  the  question  he  had  that  clearly  this 
job  wasn't  one  that  at  least  at  the  moment  constitutes  a  full  time  assignment  for  a 
Deputy  City  Attorney;  the  practicality  that  we  were  dealing  with  was  wrestling  with 
that  word  solely. 

Chair  Planthold  asked  Mr.  Burke  if  he  had  anything  else  to  offer  that  might 
benefit  not  only  the  concerns  we  were  addressing  but  concerns  possibly 
informally  heard  about  from  others.  Mr.  Burke  stated  "I  am  familiar  with  an 
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opinion,  at  least  as  it  was  characterized  as  an  opinion,  a  letter  from  the  City 
Attorney's  Office  in  November  of  last  year;  if  this  body  is  looking  at  the  question 
of  whether  or  not  the  City  is  currently  in  compliance  with  that,  in  reading  that 
letter,  that  letter  seemed  to  indicate  the  City  Attorney's  Office  did  not  see  any 
conflict  with  having  a  Deputy  City  Attorney  assigned  to  the  Task  Force  but  at  the 
same  time  that  having  that  Deputy  City  Attorney  be  providing  legal  advice  on  a 
matter,  at  least  from  my  view,  was  entirely  within  an  interpretation  of  the 
Sunshine  Ordinance,  or  the  Brown  Act,  or  the  Public  Records  Act;  that  to  me, 
and  I  don't  want  this  lost  on  what  I  have  testified  to  today,  do  not  want  that  lost 
on  the  fact  I  do  not  think  that  is  permitted  under  Proposition  G;  do  not  see  how 
that  can  possibly  be  any  other  reading;  that  said,  in  response,  the  City  Attorney's 
letter  I  did  see  seemed  to  suggest  that  (a)  there  was  no  conflict  and  (b)  if  there  is 
a  conflict,  there  is  a  procedure  by  which  the  City  can  quite  economically  look  to, 
for  the  lack  of  a  better  term,  although  this  was  not  the  term  used  by  the  City 
Attorney,  look  to  an  inter-agency  sort  of  relationship  with  another  governmental 
entity  or  entities,  whereby  these  conflicts  happen  all  the  time;  as  lawyers  we  are 
bound  by  rules  and  procedures  and  because  those  situations  are  fairly 
commonplace,  there  is  a  procedure,  as  I  understand  it,  within  the  City  Attorney's 
Office,  to  use  other  counsel  to  resolve  that  problem  so  that  a  Deputy  City 
Attorney  is  not  in  a  conflict  situation,  and  I  would  submit  is  that  when  I  read  that  I 
thought  that  was  an  extremely  practical  solution  if  in  fact  having  a  Deputy  City 
Attorney  assigned  to  the  Task  Force  was  going  to  pose  a  perpetual  conflict, 
despite  the  attempt  in  Proposition  G,  my  thought  was  what  was  the  City  Attorney 
waiting  for,  why  not  work  into  this  relationship,  get  a  person  who  is  in  a  position 
to  provide  that  advocacy  for  the  Task  Force,  it  takes  the  City  Attorney  out  of  the 
problem  of  having  that  perpetual  conflict,  and  most  importantly,  it  gets  the  Task 
Force  the  advocacyTthe  neutral  advocate  that  was  intended  with  Proposition  G 
in  this  section  all  along;  in  terms  of  an  additional  aspect,  I  do  not  know  where  the 
City  Attorney  is  on  that,  but  did  want  this  body  to  be  aware  of  my  view  on  that 
because  I  believe  that  is  a  potential,  very  practical  solution,  if  in  fact  this  problem 
continues  to  exist;  I  would  welcome  and  encourage  the  Task  Force  to  encourage 
the  City  to  do  that,  to  follow  that  route  if  in  fact  this  is  a  persistent  problem." 

Ms.  Bernstein  stated  she  found  the  letter  ambiguous;  looking  for  an  outright 
statement  of  how  conflicts  would  be  resolved.  Mr.  Burke  stated  "people  who  are 
not  lawyers,  it  is  difficult  to  appreciate  and  sometimes  it  seems  like  you  are  really 
dancing  around  on  nuances,  but  lawyers  in  practice,  whether  they  be  for  the  city, 
or  the  state,  or  in  private  practice,  deal  with  conflict  issues  on  a  daily  basis;  it  is 
not  something  where  we  can  make  the  decision,  it  is  something  that  is  set  out  in 
specific  tests;  it  is  virtually  impossible  to  anticipate  every  kind  of  potential 
problem;  in  anticipating  that,  in  enacting  that  section,  it  was  our  thought  if  you 
wall  someone  off  and  you  make  it  so  that  they  cannot  be  advising  some  other 
form  or  arm  of  state  and  city  and  county  government,  that  you  are  doing  your 
best  to  anticipate  all  the  general  kinds  of  conflicts  that  could  come  up  because  of 
the  Chair's  example  of  the  fish  situation,  there  are  times,  I  remember  a  time 
where  the  lake  in  Golden  Gate  Park  was  sufficiently  drained  of  water;  it  became 
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a  subject  of  some  controversy  of  how  as  to  deal  with  this  problem;  fish  were 
being  killed;  it  might  prompt  a  public  records  act  request,  there  might  be  some 
sort  of  controversy  related  to  that;  in  that  instance  it  is  kind  of  a  revolving 
problem;  I  have  told  the  Chair  that  that  wouldn't  be  a  conflict,  but  if  there  began 
to  be  inquiries  and  that  body  then  expressed  questions  to  their  counsel  who  also 
happened  to  be  counsel  to  the  Task  Force,  in  my  mind  what  the  City  Attorney 
would  do  is  to  say  Deputy  City  Attorney  assigned  to  the  Task  Force,  somebody 
else  needs  to  be  answering  those  questions  for  that  body  because  you  are  to  be 
walled  off,  you  are  to  be  exclusively  the  advocate  and  the  counsel  to  the  Task 
Force;  anticipating  that  is  a  difficult  thing  to  do  in  the  drafting;  that  is  what  we 
tried  to  do. 

Member  Guillory  stated  that  most  firms  have  a  conflict  committee  because  there 
is  no  set  test  and  situations  come  up  all  the  time. 

Chair  Planthold  stated  other  agencies  hire  outside  counsel  on  situations; 
addressed  his  comments  to  an  article  from  the  San  Francisco  Chronicle 
regarding  the  City  of  Berkeley. 

Chair  Planthold  stated  regarding  the  November  memo  by  the  City  Attorney;  the 
text  of  the  initiative,  the  very  last  two  lines  of  paragraph  a,  it  seems  the  Task 
Force  would  determine  if  there  is  any  conflict  of  interest  between  counsel 
assigned  to  us  and  any  other  City  Attorney;  it  is  a  duty  of  this  Task  Force  to  raise 
or  decide  whether  or  not  a  conflict  exists,  even  if  it  doesn't  get  brought  to  us  by 
our  Counsel  or  any  complainant.  Mr.  Burke  stated  "that  language  was  quite 
purposeful;  as  a  lawyer,  each  lawyer  independently  has  an  obligation  and  is  duty 
bound  to  abide  by  tfte  ethic  rules  and  conflict  of  interest  rules;  by  wording  it  this 
way  the  thought  was  that  even  less  than  those  standards,  if  the  Task  Force  said 
we  don't  feel  like  you  are  being  our  advocate,  we  feel  like  this  is  a  conflict 
whether  you,  the  City  Attorney  think  it  is  or  not,  we  are  the  client,  we  are  going  to 
declare  this  is  the  case;  going  back  to  the  analogy  that  I  gave  counseling  the  city 
on  one  aspect  and  then  counseling  a  newspaper  client,  as  a  lawyer  I  could 
review  that  situation  and  ethically  say  there  is  not  a  conflict  here  because  these 
are  two  separate  things  and  I  am  entitled  to  represent  them  and  it  doesn't 
impose  a  conflict;  in  terms  of  my  clients,  if  my  clients  found  out  about  that,  even 
if  it  weren't  a  technical,  ethical  prohibition,  it  would  be  something  that  potentially 
they  would  not  be  in  favor  of;  this  language  worded  so  as  to  give  that  power  to 
the  Task  Force  to  determine  even  if  the  City  Attorney  were  to  say  this  is  not  a 
conflict,  the  Task  Force  to  say  look,  the  whole  purpose  of  this  for  us  to  feel 
comfortable,  for  us  to  feel  as  though  you  are  our  sole  advocate,  and  if  this  is  not 
the  case,  the  Task  Force  is  within  its  authority  to  say  just  that. 

Chair  Planthold  stated  for  us  to  take  control  for  how  we  receive  advice  and  how 
limiting  sometimes  our  counsel  can  be  with  regard  to  other  staff  within  the  City 
Attorney's  Office.... Mr.  Burke  stated  "the  Task  Force  should  never  feel  as  though 
it's  ability  to  get  a  strong  interpretation  or  any  interpretation  of  one  of  the  public 
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access  provisions  is  somehow  limited  by  that  attorney's  work  in  some  other 
capacity  for  the  city;  this  is  not  personal  about  Ms.  Minor  or  anyone  else  who 
might  be  assigned  to  the  Deputy  City  Attorney  position;  in  fact,  as  this  language 
was  prepared,  it  was  anticipated  that  this  is  a  person  who  wants  to  work  with  the 
Task  Force;  if  anything  you  can  look  at  this  language  that  was  enacted  as  an 
attempt  to  give  support  to  that  Deputy  City  Attorney;  to  say  for  them  you  have  the 
ability  to  shield  yourself  and  if  anybody  thinks  you  don't,  you  can  point  them  to 
this  language  and  say  that  is  my  obligation  under  the  ordinance,  I  have  been 
assigned  to  the  Task  Force,  I  am  to  be  walled  off;  the  attempt,  even  if  it  was  not 
as  clear  as  was  intended,  the  intent  was  to  be  the  advocate  for  the  Task  Force 
and  also  to  give  some  power  to  that  individual,  the  Deputy  City  Attorney,  to  have 
something  to  fall  back  on. 

Public  comment  from  Bruce  Brugmann  stating  this  discussion  seems  to  range 
over  narrow  issue  of  the  City  Attorney's  Office  and  its  workload  and  if  some 
deputy  doesn't  have  enough  to  do;  the  reason  for  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  and 
initiative  was  to  address  some  of  the  really  serious  problems  in  City  Hall  and  the 
City  involving  corruption;  costing  the  City  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars;  City 
Attorneys  Office  representing  PG&E;  speak  of  decades  of  covering  City  Hall;  one 
key  things  was  dealing  with  conflict  of  interest  of  Deputy  City  Attorney 
representing  the  Task  Force  and  the  City  Attorney's  Office  being  able  to  advise 
other  departments  and  agencies;  if  this  is  taken  to  the  Board  or  out  of  this  forum, 
it  will  be  subject  to  the  politics  of  the  city. 

Chair  Planthold  stated  we  are  not  looking  to  take  this  to  any  additional  legislative 
solution;  this  is  to  clarify  our  thinking. 

■r 

Public  comment  from  Richard  Knee  stating  was  active  in  number  of  language 
drafting  sessions;  Mr.  Burke's  interpretation  matches  pretty  much  my 
recollection;  would  suggest  that  where  economics  and  ethics  come  into  conflict, 
follow  the  law  and  law  is  on  the  side  of  ethics. 

Public  comment  from  Joe  Partnasky  stating  for  the  deputy  to  only  advise  the 
Task  Force  and  not  contribute  to  the  training  function,  think  would  be 
inconsistent  with  the  good  intent  and  good  practices  of  having  somebody 
knowledgeable  of  the  Brown  Act,  Public  Records  Act;  helpful  to  clarify  the  current 
status  and  procedure  for  outside  counsel. 

Ms.  Bernstein  asked  Mr.  Burke  when  a  group  has  put  together  a  proposal  for  an 
initiative  and  takes  it  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  hoping  to  get  four  of  the 
Supervisors  to  support  it  and  get  it  on  the  ballot,  are  those  Supervisors  able  to 
change,  edit  the  proposal  that  has  been  brought  to  it?  Mr.  Burke  stated  "in  the 
instance  of  Proposition  G  there  were  attempts  to  have  the  loopholes  that  were 
perceived  in  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  closed  by  act  of  the  Supervisors,  and  that 
route  was  tried  a  number  of  times  and  was  unsuccessful,  which  is  why  the 
initiative  process  went  about."  Ms.  Bernstein  asked  once  that  proposal  for 
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initiative  is  brought  to  the  Supervisors  and  let's  say  there  are  four  supporters  for 
it,  does  the  Board  of  Supervisors  have  any  authority  to  make  any  changes 
whatsoever  of  any  kind  in  that  proposal  that  has  been  brought  to  them,  or  is  it 
that  once  they  accept  it,  it  must  be  put  on  as  drafted.  Mr.  Burke  stated  he  could 
not  answer  that  question. 

Member  Guillory  stated  we  could  begin  to  put  together  a  report  based  on  the 
information  received  today;  feel  we  need  one  more  meeting  before  we  take  this 
to  the  full  Task  Force. 

Ms.  Bernstein  requested  the  minutes  of  this  part  of  the  meeting  be  transcribed  in 
full  so  that  all  the  members  of  the  Task  Force  have  access  to  the  discussion 

Member  Guillory  to  come  up  with  an  outline  for  the  committee  members  and 
Chair  of  Task  Force  and  Administrator  to  help  with  the  discussion  at  the  full  Task 
Force  meeting. 

Chair  Planthold  asked  counsel  if  Member  Guillory  could  send  summary 
information  to  the  Committee  Members,  Chair,  Administrator  and  counsel.  Ms 
Minor  stated  information  can  be  prepared,  circulated  to  the  entire  ad  hoc 
committee  in  anticipation  for  discussion  at  the  next  ad  hoc  committee  meeting; 
each  individual  member  to  contact  Member  Guillory  only  with  any  clarification;  if 
-  using  email  for  these  purposes,  do  not  reply  to  all,  if  replying  to  all,  you  have  a 
quorum  of  the  body  acting. 

Ms.  Bernstein  asked  if  there  was  any  restriction  on  having  this  fully  transcribed 
and  appended  to  the  Task  Force.  The  answer  is  no. 

(3)     Potential  for  conflict  of  interest  situations  vis-a-vis  members  of  the  Task  Force 
acting  in  an  advocacy  capacity 

Chair  Planthold  stated  "this  item  may  affect  our  members,  but  could  potentially 
affect  other  public  bodies;  that  is  why  I  am  raising  it  now  in  initial  forum  here; 
there  was  a  situation  in  the  recent  past  where  a  law  firm  with  which  one  of  our 
members  is  principally  associated,  raised  a  sunshine  information  request  to  a 
city  public  body,  not  a  complaint,  just  an  information  request;  since  it  never  rose 
to  the  level  of  a  complaint,  it  did  not  come  to  this  Task  Force,  but  if  the  public 
body  had  not  responded  adequately  for  the  requesting  party,  the  law  firm,  mignt 
have  on  advice  of  that  person  or  group,  brought  a  sunshine  complaint,  and  if 
they  brought  a  complaint,  then  there  is  the  question  how  do  we  address  the  fact 
that  one  of  the  members  of  our  full  Task  Force  is  principally  associated  with  that 
same  law  firm,  could  and  would  that  member  of  the  Task  Force  be  able  to  be  on 
any  of  the  discussions;  this  goes  to  the  question  we  don't  know  what  is  the 
ethical  wall,  rules,  or  situation,  with  regard  to  that  law  firm,  and  beyond  that  we 
don't  always  know  what  other  firms,  whether  law  firms  or  advocacy  groups,  any 
of  our  members  are  associated  with,  such  that  what  do  we  do  if  we  find  out  that  I 
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am  a  member  of  a  group  in  some  leadership  role  that  brings  a  complaint— I  want 
to  make  it  that  I  could  also  be  subject  to  this;  I  think  it  is  important  to  address 
this;  with  only  two  of  the  three  members,  we  may  not  have  complete  discussion, 
but  I  think  we  have  to  start  looking  at  conflict  of  interest  within  ourselves." 

Member  Guillory  stated  "there  might  be  two  steps  to  consider;  something  for  the 
full  Task  Force  to  approve  of;  we  would  want  to  look  out  because  we  need  to 
serve  as  a  model  for  other  bodies,  to  applying  to  ourselves  the  same  standards 
that  public  officials  take  with  regard  to  conflict  of  interest;  Jackie,  I  would  be 
interested  in  some  outline  that  public  officials  are  given  in  terms  of  conflict  of 
interest;  is  that  something  we  could  take  a  look  at." 

Jackie  Minor  stated  "there  are  two  aspects;  there  is  no  question  in  the  law  that 
the  conflict  of  interest  standards  and  laws  apply  to  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task 
Force;  so  conflict  of  interest  rules  do  apply;  in  the  situation  that  the  Chair  just 
discussed,  had  that  issue  come  before  the  Task  Force,  we  certainly  would  have 
advised  the  member  who  was  a  part  of  that  firm  that  filed  the  complaint,  that  the 
member  could  not  participate  in  the  deliberation  before  the  Task  Force;  under 
city  law  and  under  state  law,  city  law  gets  to  designate  which  bodies;  there  is 
something  called  a  public  statement  of  economic  interest,  Form  700;  the  city 
through  ordinance  designates  which  public  bodies,  which  public  officials,  which 
department  heads,  and  in  some  cases,  lesser  public  employees,  it  is  just  not 
department  heads,  must  file  this  public  statement;  the  issue  that  this  agenda 
item  is  beginning  to  raise  is  the  question  as  to  whether  this  body  needs  legal 
advice  and  whether  we  need  to  look  at  whether  given  the  changes  in  the 
Sunshine  Ordinance  under  Prop  G,  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force  should 
also  be  filing  this  statement  of  economic  interest  so  it  is  clear  both  to  all  Task 
Force  members  as  well  as  members  of  the  public  any  economic  interest  that 
may  create  a  conflict  of  interest  by  or  on  behalf  of  a  member  of  the  Task  Force." 

Member  Guillory  asked  if  there  would  be  any  problem  or  obstacle  of  we  chose  to 
do  this,  to  fill  out  the  statement,  would  there  be  any  problem  with  this.  Jackie 
Minor  stated  she  was  not  the  expert  on  this,  "we  have  a  team  in  the  City 
Attorney's  Office,  the  Ethics  Team,  that  also  does  the  political  advice,  the 
political  elections  advice,  the  elections  advice,  the  conflict  of  interest  advice,  they 
are  the  expert;  currently  only  those  bodies  whereby  a  legal  opinion  has  been 
issued,  that  they  meet  the  state  standard  for  requiring  the  conflict  of  interest  form 
to  be  filed  are  currently  filing  those  forms;  I  think  what  we  need  to  do,  why  don't 
we  first  look  to  see  legally  whether  given  the  new  responsibilities  of  the  Task 
Force  under  Prop  G,  we  believe  you  should  be  legally  required  to  file  the  form, 
and  then  depending  on  that  advice,  we  can  then  come  back  and  address  the 
question  of  whether  voluntarily  this  is  something  the  Task  Force  should  do;  in 
January  of  2000  when  the  sunshine  initiative  became  law,  I  did  meet  with  the 
Ethics  Team  to  raise  the  question  as  to  whether  or  not  we  thought  given  the  new 
statute,  the  Task  Force  should  file  the  statement  of  economic  interest;  at  that 
point  it  wasn't  very  clear  to  us  the  nature  of  the  complaints  you  would  receive, 


10 


the  types  of  hearings  that  would  come  before  this  body,  and  to  what  extent 
opportunities  for  potential  conflict  by  members  of  the  Task  Force  would  in  fact 
arise;  in  January  2000  we  decided  to  put  ourselves  in  a  wait-and-see-mode;  we 
should  revisit  that  and  I  will  do  that  and  will  be  able  to  report  back  to  the  Task 
Force  in  30  days  or  so  if  you  want  it  that  quickly  on  whether  our  view  has 
shifted." 

Chair  Planthold  stated  "I  ask  you  to  think  when  formulating  your  question  and 
analysis  to  the  team  within  the  City  Attorney's  Office,  you  look  at  the  initiative  in  a 
separate  part  allows  for  bodies  not  subject  to  sunshine,  to  voluntarily  adopt  the 
provisions  and  restrictions  of  sunshine,  so  does  that  by  analogy  and  implication 
mean  the  Sunshine  Task  Force  or  other  bodies  can  voluntarily  adopt  a  stricter 
economic  reporting  standard,  to  see  if  that  analogy  can  possibly  be  helpful  in  any 
suggestions  about  a  voluntary  adoption  if  we  are  not  now  likely  subject  to  any 
economic  reporting;  and  secondly  I  have  felt  uneasy  at  what  I  perceive  are  the 
limitations  of  the  thinking  going  into  the  economic  statement  of  interest  because  I 
fill  those  out  for  the  Grand  Jury  and  it  strictly  talks  about  money  I  get;  let  me  put 
myself  in  different  roles  and  situations,  myself  and  I  suspect  some  of  the 
members  of  the  full  Task  Force,  are  members  of  boards  of  directors  of  various 
non-profits,  which  sometimes  get  city  contracts;  if  a  non-profit  on  which  one  of  us 
sits  feels  it  is  wrongfully  treated  with  regard  to  a  decision  making,  that  there  was 
some  secret  discussions  or  procedure  wasn't  followed  and  they  tried  to  get 
records  of  any  e-mails  that  may  have  been  a  seriatim  meeting,  if  that  non-profit 
that  loses  a  grant  or  risks  losing  it  brings  a  complaint  to  the  Task  Force,  and  I  am 
on  the  board  of  directors  of  that  non-profit,  I  get  zero  bucks  for  sitting  on  it,  but  I 
have  a  fiduciary  interest  to  fight  for  the  interest  of  that  non-profit,  so  am  I  then, 
despite  having  zero^dollar  interest  personally  going  to  be  in  a  conflict  over  a 
complaint  from  that  non-profit  to  the  Task  Force;  that  is  not  data  that  is  covered 
by  the  statement  of  economic  interest." 

Jackie  Minor  stated  "under  current  law  we  certainly  would  give  the  advice  that 
any  such  Task  Force  member  who  was  on  a  board  following  the  hypothetical  you 
just  gave,  that  that  Task  Force  member  should  not  participate  in  the 
deliberations  before  the  Task  Force  of  a  complaint  filed  by  that  non-profit." 

Chair  Planthold  stated  "I  am  bringing  this  up  because  I  think  such  type  of  thinking 
and  analysis  would  be  helpful  for  all  of  the  members  of  the  Task  Force  now  and 
for  future  members  to  have  available;  people  may  not  think  they  are  in  a  conflict 
over  the  situations  I  am  describing;  but  I  think  they  need  to  think  about  whether 
they  might  be." 

Public  comment  by  Bruce  Brugmann;  "First  just  a  question,  we  all  know  on  the 
Task  Force  who  you  are  referring  to  here,  was  this  individual  or  was  his  law  firm 
notified  in  advance  this  would  come  up  this  way  this  afternoon  at  this  hearing." 
Chair  Planthold  stated  "no,  I  felt  I  did  not  want  to  make  it  seem  personal.  .  ."  Mr 
Brugmann  stated  "it  is  as  far  as  I  am  concerned  and  as  far  as  he  is  concerned 
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and  as  far  as  I  think  anybody  who  knows  is  concerned;  therefore  if  we  start 
wanting  to  be  fair  and  ethical,  we  at  least  notify  the  target  ahead  of  time  that  he 
and  his  law  firm  and  his  father  are  going  to  be  brought  before  this  group,  this 
way;  I  suggest  you  not  talk  any  more  about  this  today  or  any  other  time  unless 
you  notify  them  in  advance  that  this  is  coming  up  as  a  matter  of  fairness;  is  that 
out  of  line?"  Chair  Planthold  stated  "I  am  hearing  your  suggestions;  I  disagree 
because  as  I  stated  it  never  rose  to  the  level  of  a  complaint  to  the  Task  Force,  so 
I  felt  it  better  to  raise  this  without  names  so  that  anybody  can  be  prepared,  and 
again  I  broadened  it  to  include  situations  as  members  of  non-profit  boards  we 
might  hear  complaints  about  agencies  on  which  we  sit;  I  thought  it  better  to 
pursue  this  in  a  broad  context,  but  again  under  public  comment,  we  are  not  going 
to  be  going  further  with  this  once  public  comment  ends." 

Mr.  Brugmann  stated  "it  has  come  up,  the  way  it  came  up  was  a  criticism  of  a 
Task  Force  member,  an  attorney  and  his  law  firm  in  this  city  and  a  law  firm  that 
has  been  locked  in  various  battles  with  the  City  Attorney  for  a  long  period  of  time; 
the  son  and  the  father  and  the  firm;  and  it  would  not  be  hard  for  anybody  in  this 
audience  to  know  who  it  was;  now  it  is  very  simple,  if  you  won't  notify  them,  if  you 
won't,  if  the  Deputy  won't,  if  the  Chair  won't,  if  the  Administrator  won't,  I  will;  I  am 
going  back  to  the  office;  I  am  going  to  make  a  call  to  that  law  firm,  I  am  going  to 
tell  them  exactly  what  happened,  I  am  going  to  suggest  that  they  get  the  tape, 
and  I  suggest  they  take  steps  to  defend  themselves  specifically;  the  larger 
context  here  is  that  these  are  simple  issues  that  can  be  dealt  with  and  are  being 
dealt  with  all  across  the  city  in  every  commission  and  every  task  force,  it  is  called 
disclosure  and  it  is  called  recusal;  I  don't  think  they  have  to  be  brought  up  in  a 
way  that  helps  demean  the  Task  Force,  undermine  its  mission,  question  what  is 
going  on,  etc.,  etc.,  etc.,;  the  problems  are  not  with  the  conflicts  of  interest  on  the 
Task  Force;  the  problems  are  not  with  the  heavy  onerous  workload  that  poor 
Louise  Renne  and  her  deputies  have,  the  problems  here  are  with  the 
implementation  of  the  ordinance;  that  is  the  issue  and  these  are  diversionary;  I 
am  astounded  to  come  in  and  find  these  issues  on  the  agenda  being  discussed 
in  this  way;  I  think  it  ought  to  go  back  to  the  Task  Force  before  these  issues  are 
aired  publicly  that  this  is  what  it  is  that  you  are  doing;  I  could  hardly  tell 
from... talk  about  a  meaningless  agenda...." 

Public  comment  from  Joe  Partnasky  stating  "the  problem  of  statement  of 
economic  interest,  the  State  Attorney  General  has  a  conflict  of  interest  redbook; 
that  book  does  deal  with  economics  to  the  extent  there  is  a  political,  fiduciary 
relationship  with  a  non-profit,  and  it  is  not  as  detailed  as  to  what  a  law  firm  might 
do;  the  State  Attorney  General  also  has  other  publications  available  from  1  800 
952  5225;  they  have  and  will  continue  to  produce  a  volume  on  the  Brown  Act; 
will  also  be  developing  a  volume  on  the  Public  Records  Act;  when  you  become  a 
member  of  a  task  force  or  advisory  body,  you  do  not  lose  your  right  to  ask 
questions,  and  as  a  consequence,  anybody  who  asks  request  at  that  stage 
should  have  no  hesitancy  in  asking;  that  is  something  you  do  not  lose;  you  can 
ask  any  question  at  any  time,  in  any  place,  in  any  form,  for  any  reason." 
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Task  Force  Chair  Bernstein  asked  Mr.  Partnasky  what  the  essence  was  of  what 
he  just  said.  Mr.  Partnasky  stated  "please  do  not  limit  the  ability  of  any  member 
of  the  public,  any  member  of  any  advisory  body  to  ask  a  question  under  the 
sunshine  ordinance;  if  you  want  to  voluntarily  involve  yourself  with  the  form  700 
and;  the  information  from  the  State  Attorney  General's  Office  includes  the 
documents  I  have  referred  to." 

Ms.  Bernstein  stated  "are  you  saying  it  would  be  appropriate  for  this  Task  Force 
to  deal  with  the  issue  of  conflict  of  interest  of  its  members,  or  have  I  missed 
that?"  Mr.  Partnasky  stated  "no,  I  have  not  said  anything  to  indicate  that;  you 
should  have  a  higher  standard  than  other  advisory  boards." 

Jackie  Minor  stated  "the  redbook  prepared  by  the  City  Attorney's  Office  which  is 
called  'An  Overview  of  the  Laws  Governing  the  Conduct  of  Public  Officials,"  the 
first  45  pages  of  it  relates  to.conflict  of  interest  and  is  a  summary  of  state  law  and 
I  believe  outlines  in  a  pretty  clearway  the  standard  that  applies  with  respect  to 
conflict  of  interest;  any  board  or  commission  in  the  city  can  voluntarily  adopt 
standards  that  are  more  stringent  than  those  required  by  law;  recently  the 
Redevelopment  Authority  elected  to  adopt  such  a  standard  of  conduct  for  its 
members  that  is  more  stringent  than  is  what  is  required  by  law;  so  voluntarily  this 
group  could  do  anything." 

Member  Guillory  stated  "with  respect  to  the  Chair  of  the  Committee's  comments 
earlier  with  regard  to  conflict  of  interest,  I  just  want  to  state  my  interpretation 
entirely  was  we  were  speaking  of  things  as  examples  just  to  get  an  idea  of 
discussion  of  sometrf  the  issues  that  might  come  up,  and  there  was  no  attempt 
to,  at  least  in  my  interpretation,  to  say  anything  about  any  particular  member  of 
the  Task  Force  at  all,  and  were  strictly  discussing  what  kind  of  standards  we 
want  to  set  for  ourselves  rather  than  trying  to  focus  more  on  us  as  opposed  to 
anyone  else;  want  to  make  that  clear  that  was  my  interpretation  of  the  Chair's 
comments  earlier." 

Public  comment 

Joe  Partnasky  spoke  stating  Contra  Costa  County  will  be  reactivating  the  Better 
Government  Ordinance  Task  Force;  part  of  this  is  your  model  and  leadership; 
urge  continuance  of  current  actions. 

Meeting  adjourned  at  2:30  p.m. 

Donna  L.  Hall,  Administrator 
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REGARDING  CONFLICT  OF  INTEREST 

AGENDA 
Friday,  April  13,  2001 
11:00  a.m..  City  Hall,  Room  408 


Committee  Members:  Bob  Planthold,  Chair;  Judy  Appel,  Vince  Courtney,  Daniel 
Guillory 

Note:  Each  member  of  the  public  will  be  allotted  the  same  maximum  number  of 
minutes  to  speak  as  set  by  the  Chair  at  the  beginning  of  each  item,  excluding  City 
representatives  who  are  requested  by  the  Committee  to  make  a  presentation. 

Note:  Each  item  on  the  Agenda  may  include  minutes,  department  or  agency  letters  and 
reports,  Task  Force  reports,  and  public  correspondence.  These  items  will  be  available 
for  review  at  City  Hall,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force  Office,  Room  409. 

Roll  Call 

Agenda  Changes 

1 .       Minutes  of  March  9,  2001 


2.       Discussion  and  possible  recommendations  on  internal  committee  memo 

concerning  Section  67.30  (a)  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  summarizing  the  City 
Attorney's  role  vis-a-vis  the  Task  Force. 


Shall  the  minutes  be  approved? 


Discussion  and  possible  recommendation 


3.  Public  comment 


DOCUMENTS  DE 


Adjournment 


APR  -  9  2GC  y 

SAN  FRANCISCC 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


THE  AGENDA  PACKET  IS  AVAILABLE  FOR  REVIEW  AT  CITY  HALL, 
TUESDAY  THROUGH  FRIDAY,  ROOM  409,  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE  OFFICE 


Disability  Access 

The  hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 
Chemical-Based  Products 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe 
allergies,  environmental  illness,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related 
disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may 
be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City  to 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

Cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing 
electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the 
Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the 
public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and 
County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that 
deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people's  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine 
Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  Donna  Hall  by  mail  to 
Administrator,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place, 
Room  409,  San  Francisco  CA  94102-4689;  by  phone  at  415  554  7724;  by  fax  at 
415  554  7854;  or  by  email  at  Donna_Hall@ci.sf.ca.us. 

Citizens  interested  in  obtaining  a  free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can 
request  a  copy  from  Ms.  Hall  or  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  at 
http://www.ci.sf.ca.us/bdsupvrs/sunshine.htm 
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SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK  FORCE 

^AD  HOC  COMMITTEE 
REGARDING  CONFLICT  OF  INTEREST 

^MINUTES 

Friday,  ^April  13,  2001 
11:00  a.m. 


Committee  Members:  Bob  Planthold,  Chair;  Judy  Appel,  Vince  Courtney,  Daniel 
Guillory 

Meeting  not  held.  Lack  of  a  quorum 
Donna  L.  Hall,  Administrator 


DOCUMENTS  DEPT 


APR  1  9  20C1 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRAR\ 


Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 


City  Hall 

Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place.  Room  409 
^San  Francisco  94102-4689 
Tel.  No.  554-7724 
Fax  No.  554-7854 
TDD/TTY  No.  544-5227 


http://www.ci.sf.ca.us/bdspvrs/sunshine.htm 


SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK  FORCE 

^AD  HOC  COMMITTEE 
REGARDING  CONFLICT  OF  INTEREST 


DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 


^AGENDA 
Tuesda>yyiay  8,  2001 
4:30  p.m..  City  Hall,  Room  406 


MAV  -  7  200! 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


Committee  Members:  Bob  Planthold,  Chair;  Vince  Courtney,  Daniel  Guillory 

Note:  Each  member  of  the  public  will  be  allotted  the  same  maximum  number  of 
minutes  to  speak  as  set  by  the  Chair  at  the  beginning  of  each  item,  excluding  City 
representatives  who  are  requested  by  the  Committee  to  make  a  presentation. 

Note:  Each  item  on  the  Agenda  may  include  minutes,  department  or  agency  letters  and 
reports,  Task  Force  reports,  and  public  correspondence.  These  items  will  be  available 
for  review  at  City  Hall,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force  Office,  Room  409. 

Roll  Call 

Agenda  Changes 

1.       Minutes  of  March  9,  2001 


2.      Discussion  and  possible  recommendations  on  internal  committee  memo 

concerning  Section  67.30  (a)  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  summarizing  the  City 
Attorney's  role  vis-a-vis  the  Task  Force. 


Shall  the  minutes  be  approved? 


Discussion  and  possible  recommendation 


3.  Public  comment 


Adjournment 


THE  AGENDA  PACKET  IS  AVAILABLE  FOR  REVIEW  AT  CITY  HALL, 
TUESDAY  THROUGH  FRIDAY,  ROOM  409,  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE  OFFICE 


Disability  Access 

The  hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 
Chemical-Based  Products 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe 
allergies,  environmental  illness,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related 
disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may 
be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City  to 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

Cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing 
electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the 
Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices. 

KNOW.  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the 
public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and 
County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that 
deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people's  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine 
Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  Donna  Hall  by  mail  to 
Administrator,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place, 
Room  409,  San  Francisco  CA  94102-4689;  by  phone  at  415  554  7724;  by  fax  at 
415  554  7854;  or  by  email  at  Donna_Hall@ci.sf.ca.us. 

Citizens  interested  in  obtaining  a  free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can 
request  a  copy  from  Ms.  Hall  or  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  at 
http://www.ci.sf.ca.us/bdsupvrs/sunshine.htm 
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SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK  FORCE 

?AD  HOC  COMMITTEE 
REGARDING  CONFLICT  OF  INTEREST 

^MINUTES 

Tuesday, JVlay  8,  2001 
4:30  p.m.,  CitfHall,  Room  406 

Committee  Members:  Bob  Planthold,  Chair;  Vince  Courtney,  Daniel  Guillory 

Roll  Call:         Present:  Planthold,  Courtney 

Absent:  Guillory 

Also  present:    Task  Force  Chair  Bernstein;  Deputy  City  Attorney  Minor 
Administrator  Hall 

Agenda  Changes:  Item  2  before  Item  1 

2.  Discussion  and  possible  recommendations  on  internal  committee  memo  concerning  Section 
67.30  (a)  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  summarizing  the  City  Attorney's  role  vis-a-vis  the  Task  Force 

Discussion  held  regarding: 

-conflicts  of  interest  between  the  City  Attorney's  Office  and  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task 
Force 

--short  term  and  long  term  solutions;  counsel  representation  from  outside  City  Attorney's 
Office;  possibility  of  requesting  Board  of  Supervisors  backing  for  attorney  assigned  to 
SOTF  not  be  assigned  to  any  other  board  of  commission;  possibility  of  working  directly 
with  the  City  Attorney  Office;  possibly  resolution  to  Board  of  Supervisors  of  what  needs  to 
be  done;  possibility  of  Task  Force  recommend  policy  decisions  to  City  Attorney  for 
negotiations 

--development  of  outreach  materials  DOCUMENTS  nCDT 

-review  of  current  ordinance 

Chair  Planthold  to  make  summary  report  to  the  full  Task  Force.  J\Jft  2  5  20CJ 

3.  Public  comment  SAN  FRANCISCO 
No  public  comment.                                                                     PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

1 .        Minutes  of  March  9,  2001 

Continued  to  the  next  meeting. 
The  meeting  adjourned  at  5:55  p.m.  Submitted  by  Donna  L.  Hall,  Administrator 


*Audio  tapes  are  available  for  all  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force  meetings. 


Tel.  No.  554-7724 
Fax  No.  554-7854 
TDD/TTY  No.  544-5227 


http://www.ci.sf.ca.us/bdspvrs/sunshine.htm 
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SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK  FORCE 

4>  AD  HOC  COMMITTEE 
REGARDING  CONFLICT  OF  INTEREST 


JUN  1  2  2001 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
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AGENDA 
;   Tuesday,  June  19,  2001 
4:00  p.m..  City  Hall,  Room  406 


Committee  Members:  Bob  Planthold,  Chair;  Vince  Courtney,  Daniel  Guillory 

Note:  Each  member  of  the  public  will  be  allotted  the  same  maximum  number  of 
minutes  to  speak  as  set  by  the  Chair  at  the  beginning  of  each  item,  excluding  City 
representatives  who  are  requested  by  the  Committee  to  make  a  presentation. 

Note:  Each  item  on  the  Agenda  may  include  minutes,  department  or  agency  letters  and 
reports,  Task  Force  reports,  and  public  correspondence.  These  items  will  be  available 
for  review  at  City  Hall,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force  Office,  Room  409. 

Roll  Call 

Agenda  Changes 

1 .       Minutes  of  March  9,  2001  and  May  8,  2001 


2.       Letter  of  May  22,  2001  addressed  to  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force  from 
Dawn  Clements  regarding  possible  conflict  of  interest  involving  the  City  Attorney 
Office  advice  to  the  Task  Force  related  to  Dawn  Clements'  complaint  of 
November  16,  2000. 


Shall  the  minutes  be  approved? 


Discussion  and  possible  recommendation 


3.  Public  comment 


Adjournment 


THE  AGENDA  PACKET  IS  AVAILABLE  FOR  REVIEW  AT  CITY  HALL, 
MONDAY  THROUGH  FRIDAY,  CITY  HALL,  ROOM  244 


Disability  Access 

The  hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 
Chemical-Based  Products 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe 
allergies,  environmental  illness,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity  or  related 
disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may 
be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City  to 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

Cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing 
electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the 
Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the 
public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and 
County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that 
deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people's  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine 
Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  Donna  Hall  by  mail  to 
Administrator,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place, 
Room  409,  San  Francisco  CA  94102-4689;  by  phone  at  415  554  7724;  by  fax  at 
415  554  7854;  or  by  email  at  Donna_Hall@ci.sf.ca.us. 

Citizens  interested  in  obtaining  a  free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can 
request  a  copy  from  Ms.  Hall  or  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  at 
http://www.ci.sf.ca.us/bdsupvrs/sunshine.htm 


